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Special Districts and Other Governmental Entities
Riverview School District (O1)

Response to Comment O1-1

Chapter 5, Sections 5.2.1.3 and 5.2.2.3 have been revised to provide more detail on construction air
quality impact mitigation measures that could be used at the treatment plant sites. With respect to
mitigation through permit requirements, the grading and/or building permit issued by the City of
Carnation would require dust control. In addition, the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency requires that
projects meet performance standards for dust and vehicle emissions.

If the Weckwerth site were chosen, King County would apply the appropriate mitigation measures to
minimize the air quality impacts of construction. With these measures and because the impacts would be
temporary these impacts are not expected to be significant. King County would work with the School
District to make sure all reasonable measures were taken to reduce potential air quality impacts.

Response to Comment O1-2

Please see the response to the previous comment.
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Response to Comment O1-3

The operation mitigation measures described in Section Chapter 5, Section 5.2.1.3 would minimize these
impacts.

Response to Comment O1-4

The measures described in Chapter 5, Sections 5.2.1.2 and 5.2.1.3, would keep odors from solids handling
(including storage) at low levels. As the discussions in these sections indicate, solids would be in
enclosed containers at all times. Air from solids storage tanks would be passed through the odor control
system described in Section 5.2.1.3 before being released to the atmosphere. Stored solids would be
pumped through hoses to sealed tanker trucks for transport. The hoses would be connected to the trucks
before any solids were pumped through them. As a result, very little odor would be released during the
transfer.

As discussed in Chapter 14, Section 14.2.1.2, during operation the treatment plant would only generate
about 10 to 16 one-way truck and auto trips per week. This small number of trips is not expected to
produce substantial air pollution or odor.

Response to Comment O1-5

Please see the response to comment O1-1 above.

Response to Comment O1-6

Chapter 10, Section 10.2.1.1 has been revised to list two more construction noise impact mitigation
measures that could be used at treatment facility sites. Later in that section additional mitigation measures
have been added to the list of those that could be used to minimize operation noise impacts.

If the Weckwerth site were chosen, King County would apply the appropriate mitigation measures to
minimize the noise impacts of construction and operation. With these measures these impacts are not
expected to be significant. King County would work with the School District to make sure all reasonable
measures were taken to reduce potential construction and operation noise impacts.

Response to Comment O1-7

Please see response to comment O1-6, above.

Response to Comment O1-8

Please see the response to comment O1-6, above for potential measures to minimize construction noise.

Please see Chapter 10, Section 10.2.1.1 for potential measures to prevent and contain chemical spills
during construction.
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Response to Comment O1-9

Please see the response to comment O1-6, above.

Response to Comment O1-10

King County conducts tours for school students at its existing treatment plants. We will work with the
school district to identify educational opportunities associated with the treatment facility.

Response to Comment O1-11

Chapter 14, Section 14.1.2.2 has been revised to identify the school zone associated with the Tolt Middle
School on Tolt Avenue.

Response to Comment O1-12

Chapter 14, Section 14.2.1.3 has been revised to add a measure to minimize construction traffic during
peak morning and afternoon student transportation periods associated with Tolt Middle School. King
County expects this and the other mitigation measures described in Section 14.2.1.3 to ensure that
construction traffic would not disrupt transportation to and from the school.

Response to Comment O1-13

Chapter 15, Section 15.1.2.1 has been revised to identify the school zone associated with the Tolt Middle
School on Tolt Avenue.

Chapter 15, Section 15.2.1.1 has been revised to address public schools.

Response to Comment O1-14

Since a school zone only addresses vehicle speed limits, the project should have no impacts on the school
zone.

If an emergency situation occurred at the facility, King County would notify the fire department and the
fire department would be responsible for coordination with local schools.  As part of the permit
application process, King County would prepare the emergency response and hazardous spill prevention
plans and submit them as appropriate with its building permit application to the City of Carnation or the
fire department. The plans would describe the substances to be used and stored on the site and the manner
of their use and storage. Safety measures would also be described. The City and/or fire department would
review the plans to make sure they met their requirements. Any aspects of the plans that did not meet
these requirements would have to be revised so that they did. The fire department would periodically
inspect the facility to ensure continued compliance with its regulations.

Once the plans were approved, the fire department would be aware of the types, volumes, locations and
other relevant aspects of substances on the site. In this way the fire department could make sure it had
access to the resources necessary to deal with releases of any of these substances.
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Response to Comment O1-15

The list of measures to minimize accidental leaks and spills during operation common to all treatment
facilities in Chapter 10, Section 10.2.1.1 has been expanded to provide more detail on measures that could
be taken to minimize the risk of and respond to accidental leaks or spills during operation of the treatment
facility. These measures include sloping of spill-prone areas toward the treatment plant so that any spilled
substances would drain back to the plant for treatment. Areas where chemicals would be transferred from
trucks would be sloped in this manner.

Chapter 10, Section 10.2.1, subsection “Accidental Spills During Operation of the Treatment Plant” has
been revised to point out that in the event of a spill none of the chemicals used at the plant would cause
impacts beyond the immediate vicinity of the spill.

Response to Comment O1-16

Please see the responses to comments O1-3 and O1-6.

Response to Comment O1-17

Please see the responses to comments O1-3 and O1-6.
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Snoqualmie Watershed Forum (O2)

Response to Comment O2-1

King County will continue to evaluate this and the other discharge alternatives discussed in the EIS to
determine the optimal approach.

Response to Comment O2-2

Chapter 7, Section 7.2.2.2, Expanded Wetland Discharge Option has been changed to note these benefits.

Response to Comment O2-3

Table 3-3 has been changed to indicate that construction of the river discharge alternative has a greater
potential to adversely affect Chinook salmon habitat than the other discharge alternatives.

Chapter 3, Section 3.1.2.1 describes the construction of the river discharge. As that section states,
construction would consist of installing an 8 to 10-inch pipe. Measures to minimize impacts and restore
habitat are described in that section as well.

Chapter 7, Section 7.2.2.1 describes the potential adverse impacts of river discharge construction on
salmon. As pointed out in that section, compliance with permit conditions and use of the types of
mitigation measures described in the EIS should keep the magnitude of these impacts at a minor level.

Given the minor, short-term nature of construction, the measures that would be used to minimize impacts,
and the minor infrequent nature of maintenance, it appears unlikely that the river discharge alternative
would be counterproductive to salmon recovery efforts.
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Response to Comment O2-4

Some scientific studies have shown that EDCs are further degraded in wetland environments. It is still
uncertain, however, whether and to what extent this may occur. The treatment facility would be designed
to produce highly treated water that met State of Washington reclaimed water standards before this water
was discharged to the wetlands. Additional treatment by the wetlands, while likely, is not included in
facility planning.




